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Introduction to IATI consultation document 

This consultation paper draws on the detailed work undertaken by the Technical Advisory Group (TAG) over the past six months and makes proposals on data only for phase one and most of phase two, covering:

· part one of the IATI standard – the scope of what will be published;

· part two of the IATI standard – common definitions for the data to be published;

· part three of the IATI standard – a common electronic format for data exchange. 

It also outlines the proposed phasing of publication for each category of information, and for flexibility within this timetable for staged implementation by individual donors. Further work on part four of the IATI standard, the code of conduct, and on publication of documents and the remaining data items, will continue throughout the second half of 2010 with proposals presented in October and December. Technical work on ensuring that IATI definitions can be mapped to nationally-defined classifications [for example those used by country budgets and Aid Information Management Systems (AIMS)] is also ongoing including through conducting a series of country pilots, with proposals anticipated by October. 
This consultation paper is being circulated to all IATI signatories, endorsers and observers, Steering Committee members, TAG members and partner countries.  It is also being shared with the DAC Secretariat and the co‑chairs of Cluster C (Transparent and Responsible Aid) of the DAC Working Party on Aid Effectiveness (WP-EFF) and its Task Team on transparency and predictability. In addition, it will be circulated to the Chair and members of the Working Party on Statistics (WP-STAT) for comment at their informal 8 June meeting.
The first section of this paper (pages 1-11) is primarily aimed at senior agency staff, aid-effectiveness policy advisers, partner country representatives and CSOs. It provides background information on IATI, an overview of the current proposals for parts one, two and three of the standard, and details of what will be published in each phase. The second section of this paper (pages 12-28) sets out these proposals in much greater technical detail, and is primarily aimed at statistical, reporting and IT staff in donor agencies who will be responsible for implementing IATI at a practical level. 

Process and timetable for consultation 

Comments are welcome from all of the groups and individuals mentioned above and these should be made via the online forum (http://www.iaticonsultation.org/).

Online consultation will enable the IATI Secretariat to process feedback as efficiently as possible and will allow all participants to view comments made by others. 

Since IATI has already engaged in widespread consultation on its general principles, approach and scope, the purpose of this consultation is for interested parties to respond with specific comments on the detailed proposals set out in Table 1 (scope) and Table 2 (data definitions and formats); for example flagging any data elements that signatories do not think should be in the IATI standard or that have been missed. (The online consultation site provides hyperlinks to existing codes lists that we propose should form the core of the IATI standard taxonomy.) A separate donor assessment questionnaire will be sent out on 6 May to signatories and observers to indicate any particular staging for publishing their own information. Ideally, we would like a consolidated view from each IATI signatory/endorsing country/observer, rather than multiple, individual comments.
· The deadline for comments on this version of the consultation document is 21 May. 
· French and Spanish translations of this consultation document will be available 11 May; the deadline for comment on these will be one week later – 28 May. 
· The document will then be revised and a second draft will be circulated for comment on 4 June, with a deadline of 11 June (again with a one week lag for French and Spanish versions).
· A final version of the document will be circulated on 23 June prior to a meeting of all signatories, Steering Committee members and endorsers of IATI in Paris on 7 July, to agree final, detailed proposals. 

Background 

A reminder of the Accra commitments 

IATI was launched in September 2008 at the Accra High Level Forum and is a multi-stakeholder initiative which aims to leverage a step-change in the transparency of aid information in order to maximise the effectiveness of aid in reducing poverty. 

The Accra Agenda for Action (AAA) recognised that while some progress had been made in implementing the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness, the pace of progress was too slow, and that without further reform and faster action, 2010 targets would not be met.
  
The AAA included a commitment to publish regular, detailed and timely information on aid, and made specific commitments on the publication of conditions, and on information on future aid flows at country-level. 
Excerpts from the Accra Agenda for Action

“Donors will publicly disclose regular, detailed and timely information on volume, allocation and, when available, results of development expenditure to enable more accurate budget, accounting and audit by developing countries.” [Paragraph 24(a)]
“Beginning now, donors and developing countries will regularly make public all conditions linked to disbursement” [Paragraph 25(b)]
“Beginning now, donors will provide developing countries with regular and timely information on their rolling three- to five-year forward expenditure and/or implementation plans, with at least indicative resource allocations that developing countries can integrate in their medium-term planning and macroeconomic frameworks. Donors will address any constraints to providing such information.” [Paragraph 26 (c)]
IATI’s approach
IATI provides a way of meeting these commitments in a consistent and coherent way, and signatories of the IATI declaration resolved to “build on and extend existing standards and reporting systems, consulting partner governments, civil society organisations, parliamentarians and other users of aid information, in order to agree, by end 2009, common definitions and a format to facilitate sharing of aid information.” 

IATI seeks to do this not by creating a new mega-database or imposing a one-size-fits-all solution, but by proposing a common standard for the publication of aid information that can be tailored to individual partner-country circumstances, and mapped to national systems. The proposed IATI standard will comprise four parts: 
· agreement on what should be published;

· common definitions for sharing information;

·  a common electronic data format; and 
· a code of conduct. 
Outcome of partner country and CSO consultations
In its first year, IATI focused on detailed consultation with stakeholders, especially those in partner countries. The outcome of UNDP-led regional consultations confirmed that developing countries believe that donors at the country level do not give sufficient priority to providing aid information to national authorities. This in turn undermines their efforts to put in place AIMS, and to have reliable, up-to-date information available for decision-making, especially in relation to budgets; in 2007, only 48% of aid was recorded on budget. 
Developing countries’ top priority is for timely, up-to-date and reliable information on current and future aid flows. They do not want ‘one-size-fits-all’ information but information that they can use for their own systems and processes. They also want more detailed information on where, when, by whom, how, on what, and in which sectors aid is spent. They stress the need for better information to allow them to monitor results and the impact of aid, and they want better coverage of aid flows, including information from global funds and NGOs. Information on conditions and terms was regarded as essential, and for some, information to assist in monitoring of Paris Declaration targets was regarded as useful. While contract and procurement details were regarded as less important for developing countries than other areas of the proposed standard, non-statistical information, including relevant strategy, policy and evaluation documents, were regarded as essential. 

The areas highlighted by the CSO consultation exercise were conditionality, aid commitments and actual disbursements, project impact and complete project documentation. 
Discussions with donors 

The TAG secretariat has visited 12 members to discuss the feasibility and impact of IATI on their current systems and processes. The main conclusion was that most donors are well-placed to comply with phase one of IATI as most of the information required is already captured in centralised systems, and timely publication of basic project information and financial flows is achievable – at least for 80% or more of their total aid flows. Most donors already have in place systems to collect information and report it to the DAC and/or their own websites. In fact, many donors already publish a lot of information about the aid that they give via their websites or other channels, but in ways that do not always make it easily accessible from the perspective of users. 
There is also commonality concerning information that donors are not currently in a position to publish, which is reflected in the proposed implementation phases.  This is largely because the relevant data are not currently captured in central systems.  As around half of the donors we visited are currently engaged in projects to improve or replace their systems, there are opportunities to modify systems to start capturing the necessary data.
These areas include forward-looking country budget information (perhaps the greatest challenge, with most donors still deciding how to meet their Accra commitment in this area), detailed geographic information, conditions and results; the latter two also Accra commitments. It is worth noting that many donors highlighted the importance of improving the transparency of outputs and results.

Whilst Access to Information legislation and political commitment to transparency have created conducive policy environments for many, there remains a challenge to move from reactive to proactive disclosure. Often disclosure policies are not defined to the level of detail required, which means a lack of clarity over what can be published, and clear decisions on exemptions, such as for commercially confidential information, are needed. There are also widespread concerns about the quality of data and the possible implications of proactive disclosure. Evidence suggests that publication improves the quality of information; however, effort is likely to be required to improve quality across the board prior to publication.
It is clear from preliminary discussions that some of the challenges in implementing IATI will be different for multilateral agencies and foundations. More work is required to fully understand these challenges, and to support non-bilateral donors through the process of implementation. 
However it is implemented, greater transparency will require some donors to change their procedures to be more systematic about gathering information in a form that is fit for publication. While there will inevitably be some costs to this, there are also potentially large savings for donors, particularly at country level, from more systematic and pro-active collection of data and a reduction in duplicate reporting. There are also substantial benefits from increased transparency, as summarised in the cost-benefit analysis that was accepted by the IATI Steering Committee on 13 April.
Summary of proposals for consultation 

The following proposals, put forward by the TAG and set out in detail in the accompanying table, seek to meet the identified information needs of users in a way that does not impose disproportionate costs or unrealistic deadlines on donors. These proposals cover the proposed scope, definitions and format of the data to be published by IATI, alongside a timetable for phased implementation. This timetable seeks to maintain the original level of ambition of IATI whilst recognising the genuine constraints faced by signatory agencies. In response to these, it was proposed at Steering Committee meeting in April that individual donors should have some flexibility with regard to the staging of implementation, within a timetable that sets final deadlines for the completion of each phase. 

Scope and phasing 

Part one of the IATI standard – the scope of the data and information to be published – was subject to widespread consultation during the autumn of 2009 with all stakeholder groups including IATI signatories, partner countries, CSOs, members of the TAG, the DAC Working Party on Aid Effectiveness (including Cluster C – Transparent and Responsible Aid) and all other interested parties who subscribe to the IATI mailing list. On the basis of the detailed responses received, the proposals were revised and presented to the IATI Steering Committee in November 2009. 
At this point, it was clear from feedback on the consultation that members felt that it was not possible to make final decisions on the scope of IATI until further, detailed work on parts two and three of the standard relating to common definitions and a common data format had been completed by the TAG. In response, the Steering Committee agreed a new timetable for decision-making, and in this document, proposals on the scope of IATI are accompanied by specific proposals from the TAG on common definitions and data format. These proposals were discussed by the TAG at its meeting on 22 and 23 March (see record of that meeting). The full details given in Table 2 (pages 13 to 27) reflect the outcome of that meeting. 

Added value 
As indicated above, implementation of IATI will be phased, with flexibility within the timetable for staged implementation by individual donors. Publication will provide added value at each stage which can be summarised as follows:

Phase one – end of 2010
This will essentially lay the foundations for IATI and focus on the publication of data that are already captured by donor systems, with interim advice on publishing via IATI documents that are already in the public domain. Whilst DAC donors already publish much of these data via the CRS, IATI will provide this information in a more timely manner. The consultation proposes publishing new and updated information monthly within two months of the end of each month, so that users know when to expect updates. In the interim a number of DAC donors are considering publishing most of phase one data quarterly with a lag of two months from late 2010, until they can adjust to more frequent publication. This fulfils the demand for more timely data, which emerged as a top ask during last years’ consultations. Phase one will also begin to provide high-level information on future aid flows, seeking to publish annual forward-looking budget information for donor agencies in total and for their contributions to the major institutions they fund. 
Phase two – September 2011 – prior to the Fourth High Level Forum on Aid Effectiveness
This will expand the range of information beyond that which is currently publicly available, publishing data that are routinely collected by donors’ internal systems including project contacts, beneficiaries and budgets, plus conditions and information on future aid flows at country-budget level. Importantly it will link the published data to the classifications used by recipient country budgets, including economic, sectoral, functional and administrative classifications. This fulfils the demand for access to more detailed information aligned to partner country systems and for information about conditions and future aid flows, which were key Accra commitments. Further documents will be published in phase two, but these are still to be defined.
Phase three – end of 2012
This will further expand the range of data and documents published to include some categories of information that are not routinely collected by donor systems and will therefore require more substantial amendments to existing systems, e.g. detailed geographic information, output and outcome indicators and results indicators. Again, the latter were flagged as a priority in the Accra Agenda for Action. 
Proposed categories 

For consistency, the IATI Information in Table 1 is categorised using the same IATI type and IATI codes as in previous consultation papers. There are six categories of information; the first two comprise high-level and aid activity documentation and budget data, while the other four cover detailed aid activity level data: 

01 – Donor aggregate or country level information 

02 – Aid flow specific documents 

03 – Identification data 

04 – Financial data 

05 – Results data 

06 – Other data 

Most of types 01 and 02 relate to documents and so proposals for these will be made later in the year. This paper covers mainly types 03 to 06, along with three data elements for budgets from type 01.

For ease of reference, Table 1 below updates proposals for the scope of IATI and offers a high-level overview of the TAG’s latest proposals on definitions. It lists the types of information that IATI will publish in each phase, and indicates whether proposed definitions are based on DAC CRS classifications, represent an extension of these definitions to include additional information or to offer greater versatility (especially for non-DAC donors), are newly defined by TAG, or are yet to be defined. Table 2 – contains the TAG’s detailed proposals on definitions and formats (Parts 2 and 3 of the Standard). 
Table 1. IATI Standard Part 1 – scope of what will be published
	Code
	IATI Info Name
	Definitions
	Notes

	
	PHASE ONE

	1.8
	Annual forward planning budget data for agency
	New
	Total aid budget for main aid agency(ies)

	1.10
	Annual forward planning budget data for funded institutions
	New
	To enable main institutions to provide predictable estimates of future funding to their clients

	3.1
	Funding organisation 

(name & ID)
	CRS (2)
(extended)
	
Covered by generic IATI data item participating organisation
Organisation lists will be extended to build on CRS to cover all stakeholders

	3.2
	Extending organisation 

(name & ID)
	CRS (3) 

(extended)
	

	3.3
	Additional implementing agencies (name & ID)
	CRS (8,9)
(extended)
	

	3.5
	Recipient country

(ISO code and name)
	CRS (7,15)
(extended)
	· ISO codes will be used for country codes

· This field will be limited to capturing countries (not also supra-national regions as in CRS now– see 3.5.1) 

· Extended   so that multiple countries can be reported with an optional percentage allocation of commitments for each country 

	3.5.1
	Recipient region

(ISO code and name)
	CRS (7) (extended)
	· To capture supra-national regions

· ISO codes

	3.6
	Collaboration type

(formerly bi-multilateral type)
	CRS (10)
(extended)
	Extended to include types relevant to foundations and NGOs

	3.7
	Flow type


	CRS (11)
(extended)
	Extended to include flow types relevant to foundations and NGOs

	3.7.1
	Aid type
	CRS (new type of aid codes) (extended)
	Extended to include aid types relevant to foundations and NGOs

	3.8
	Finance type
	CRS (12) (extended)
	· Extended to include finance types relevant to foundations and NGOs
· Should we add a field to record the concessionality of each loan?

	3.9
	Activity ID

(Donor ID & IATI ID)

(& optional CRS ID, OCHA ID)
	CRS (4,5)
(extended)
	· New unique IATI code to be assigned for each single activity

· Donor ID as recorded in internal systems

· Optional additional identifiers can be added to facilitate linking between systems (e.g. CRS, AIMS; OCHA FTS)

	3.10
	Activity title 
	CRS (13)
	With no 150 character limit on length; official name used in project documents

	3.10.1
	Activity description
	CRS (18)
	With a proposed minimum length and option to include additional types of descriptions (e.g. summary, objectives)

	3.12
	Detailed sector

(sector, % allocation)
	CRS (14)
(extended)
	· The DAC sector codes are the basis of the IATI standard to provide international comparability
· Other sectoral classification vocabularies (e.g. agency-specific classifications) can be used  in addition to the DAC codes 

· Multiple sectors will be allowed, with a mandatory percentage allocation adding up to 100% within each sector vocabulary

	3.13
	Activity dates
	CRS (16,17) 

(extended 
	· Planned and actual start and end dates
· Extended to record actual dates and to allow for other dates, e.g. physical start.

	3.17
	Tied aid status
	CRS (34,35,36)
	DAC classifications

	3.18
	Policy/thematic markers
	CRS (19,20,21, 22,27,28,29)
(extended)
	Extended to record donor-specific thematic classifications

	4.3
	Amount committed 

(date, value, provider)
	CRS (31,39)
	Covered by generic data item Financial Transaction

	4.6
	Actual disbursements 

(date, value, recipient)
	CRS (32)
(extended)
	Covered by generic data item Financial Transaction
Extended to include date and recipient of disbursement

	4.7
	Loan repayments
(date, value, recipient, provider)
	CRS (33)

(extended)
	
Covered by generic data item Financial Transaction
Extended to include date and recipient of repayment

	4.8
	Interest repayments
(date, value, recipient, provider)
	CRS (46)

(extended)
	

	
	PHASE TWO

	1.12
	Annual forward planning budget data for country 
	New
	Accra commitment to provide rolling three to five year forward expenditure data to integrate into recipient’s medium term frameworks (i.e. according to the recipient’s financial year)

	3.4
	Beneficiary organisation

(name & ID)
	New
	Covered by generic IATI data item participating organisation

	3.11
	Recipient budget identifier
	TBD
	To be finalised in October. This is a placeholder for various links to recipient systems. Will show whether activity is recorded in recipient budget, even for ‘off-budget’ transactions and address recipient sector classification, as well as budget and administrative classifications.

	3.14
	Activity stage
	AIMS
	Stages are based on the activity lifecycle

	3.15
	Activity contacts
	AIMS
	Generic or personal contact point

	4.1
	Total project cost 
	TBD
	To be reported by lead donor only, including all donors and any government funds 

	4.2
	Annual project budgets
	TBD
	· To be finalised by December as part of what is covered by project documents. 

· As a minimum must be by the financial year of the recipient country

	4.5
	Planned disbursements 
	TBD
	

	New
	Incoming funding
(date, value, recipient, provider)
	New
	Covered by generic data item Financial Transaction
For example funding from an official donor to an NGO - to aid traceability and avoid double counting.

	New
	Expenditure

(date, value, provider)
	AIMS
	Covered by generic data item Financial Transaction
For implementing agencies’ expenditure on goods and services

	6.2
	Conditions
	TBD
	To be finalised by December as part of what is covered by project documents. 

	
	PHASE THREE

	3.16
	Detailed geographic info 
	CRS (15) (extended)
	To be finalised in October; covers sub-national regions

	3.9.1
	Related Initiative
	TBD
	To be finalised in October. Pointer to an initiative related to this project, such as an appeal.

	5.1
	Outputs and outcomes indicators
	TBD
	To be finalised by December as part of what is covered by project documents. 

	5.2
	Results indicators
	TBD
	To be finalised by December as part of what is covered by project documents. 

	6.1
	Project specific Paris Declaration indicators
	TBD
	To be finalised by December as part of what is covered by project documents. 


Definitions 

Since IATI aims to build on and extend, rather than replace, existing definitions, the TAG’s detailed work on common definitions began with an examination of existing classifications including: 

· the OECD DAC’s Creditor Reporting System ( CRS);

· the UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs’ (OCHA’s)Financial Tracking System (FTS);

· the World Food Programme’s Food Aid Information System (FAIS);

· the Development Gateway’s Aid Management Platform (AMP);
· Synergy’s Development Assistance Database (DAD);

· the World Bank’s debt reporting system (DMS);

· the UNCTAD’s Debt Management and Financial Analysis System (DMFAS);

· the Commonwealth Secretariat’s Debt Recording and Management System (CS-DMRS);

· the Foundation Center’s eGrant Reporting Standard. 

The proposals in this paper draw on the definitions and code values used by these systems, as they enshrine long experience and substantial expertise of arriving at common definitions and agreed data items, and we know that donors are already capable of reporting to them. In keeping with the wishes of most IATI members, priority has been given to the DAC CRS ++ system, as the vast majority of aid (by value) is reported to it. It is used not only by the 24 OECD DAC members; most multilateral development banks and UN development agencies also report their flows to the DAC, although they do not routinely use all of the DAC CRS codes. Other non-official donors, such as foundations, do not currently use these classifications at all, so these will need to be extended to meet their needs. 
Table 2 includes proposed definitions for each category of information that IATI will publish, showing the specific link to CRS, or indicating other sources or new definitions proposed by the TAG in the absence of an existing classification:

· In some cases, the proposed IATI definitions are identical to those used by the CRS, e.g. tied aid status;
· In other cases, these proposals seek to elaborate on CRS definitions for IATI purposes, for example by defining ‘country’ as meaning individual countries such as Malawi or Zambia and allowing multiple entries, rather than allowing this category to include supra-national regions such as ‘Southern Africa’, which under IATI will be identified where necessary by a new category (recipient region); 

· In some cases, these proposals adapt existing CRS definitions to increase their relevance to non-DAC donors, for example extending the types of flow to include additional definitions that more accurately reflect the types of aid provided by foundations (flow type);
· In other cases, CRS definitions have been extended to overcome existing constraints, for example by allowing the option of allocating multiple sector codes, which is not possible with the CRS.
As noted above, for partner countries, the primary concern is how IATI definitions will relate to national definitions, such as those used by AIMS and national budgets. Technical work to address this is underway, and options will be put forward by October for inclusion in phase two. In summary, a subgroup of the TAG is examining two options: a) a mechanism for mapping between IATI codes and both national codes and international codes; and b) double coding of key information to meet local budget and administrative needs, as already occurs in support of a number of AIMS. Pilot work in Malawi and DR Congo, in addition to examination of a variety of other country budgets, will help to decide between these options and the information to be recorded. 
Data format 

To enable aid information to be shared electronically and used by a wide variety of different applications, there must be a common data format for data that are published. This will ensure that data from different donors are comparable.  DAC donors already do something similar by using the Unified Standard Input Format (USIF) for reporting to CRS. 
This is an area that is mainly the concern of the IT team involved in publication of data. As with USIF, a new standard IATI data format does not require donors to change the formats used in their internal systems. A relatively simple technical procedure can export the data from internal systems and translate them into IATI format (similar to the Save As function in Word). 
There are two elements that need to be considered when deciding on the technical data format:

1) What mark-up format should we use? 

This specifies how to show where data fields and records start and end, how to name a field, what kind of data the fields contain, etc. It does not deal with the meanings of fields.
We considered three common formats: CSV (comma separated); JSON (Java script); XML (Extensible markup language).
XML is the format being proposed for the following reasons:
· XML is behind hundreds of other standards and vocabularies;
· donors have capability to provide and work with XML;
· there is widespread industry support for XML, and numerous tools and utilities are available making it easier and less expensive to import and export data in XML format;
· XML can represent data structures that are hierarchical (e.g. percentage allocation of sectors) and repeatable (e.g. multiple sectors).
2) What semantic format should we adopt? 

XML is widely used as a format for data standards similar to IATI; however, it doesn’t come with any semantic meaning. For example, if one donor uses the term <project> to describe an aid activity and another uses <activity>, a machine processing the data does not know that these are the same things. So IATI needs to adopt a semantic format to sit on top of XML that will specify the meaning of the data fields and how they should be structured. 

In XML terms, this is known as a XML schema. A schema describes a common language and structure for the XML data and includes constraints on the structure and content so one IATI XML data file with be directly comparable with another (e.g. everyone uses the TAG <activity> to describe a unit of aid).

We considered a range of existing semantic formats, including USIF (the CSV based format for CRS++), IDML (XML standard developed for AiDA), XBRL (standard for finance industry), RDF (emerging format for the semantic web).

None of the above covers the full requirements for the IATI standard, so we will need to design our own IATI XML schema.  We recognise the value and opportunities of RDF, but at this stage we are not suggesting adopting it while it still being established. However we will seek to lay the foundations for moving to a more linked data / semantic web approach in the future by establishing URL-based identifiers for the elements within IATI. 
We will also ensure there are translation tools that allow conversion both from simpler formats such as .CSV (e.g. the CRS USIF format) to the IATI XML format and from the IATI XML format to simpler formats such as .CSV.
Further details on this analysis and comparison of options can be found in the paper presented to the TAG in March (http://www.iaticonsultation.org/?p=163). Further details about the schema can be found in the ‘IATI schema’ section on page 28.
The Detailed Proposals 
Table 2 below defines the full definitions, data structure and semantics of the proposed IATI standard.
The columns represent the following information:
· Code – reference to the code number given to  this field in previous papers

· Info name – the name given  to the data item being proposed  

· Attribute – the specific data fields that need to be published for each data item (e.g. for the item ‘participating organisation’, the following fields need to be published: ‘role’, ‘identifier’, ‘name’, ‘language’) 

· Definition – the definition of the IATI standard for each data item

· Definition source – the source of the definition, where  it was based on existing sources such as DAC CRS (including the item reference) or AIMS
· XML – the name used for the data within the XML data format

· Occurrence – the occurrence of the data; whether you are allowed zero (optional) or at least one (mandatory) or many repeating incidents of the data. (Note: these are defined at data item and attribute level.)

· 0..1 – you may have zero and a maximum of one (e.g. flow type)

· 1..1 – you must have at least one and a maximum of one  [you must have one and only one] (e.g. reporting organisation )

· 0..* –  you may have zero and may add an unlimited number [more than one] of this data item (e.g. country)

· 1..* –  you must have at least one and may add an unlimited number [more than one] of this data item (e.g. Activity ID)
· Examples and notes – explanation or comment on the data items and attributes. 

The online consultation site (http://www.iaticonsultation.org) provides hyperlinks to existing codes lists that we propose should form the core of the IATI standard taxonomy.)

Table 2: IATI Standard Parts 2 and 3 – Full definitions, data structure and format.
	Code
	Info Name
	Attributes
	Definitions
	Definition source
	XML
	Occurrence
	Examples and Notes

	PHASE 1

	0.1
	Default Language
	 
	The language should be the same as is used in formal documents with the aid recipient. In most cases all the activity information will be provided in the same language. This field allows a default language for an entire activity report. 
	New
	iati-agency/@xml:lang
	0..1
	e.g. French, English
This attribute appears on the iati-agency container element to apply to the entire activity.  No attributes required.

	
	
	language



	The ISO 639 language code for the default language of text fields in the report.
	
	iati-organisation/@xml:lang

iati-activity/@xml:lang
	
	

	0.2
	Default Currency
	 
	The default currency for an entire activity report. In most cases, all financial figures will be provided using the same currency. 
	CRS (30)
	iati-agency/@default-currency
	0..1
	Allow specifying a default currency, then specifying currencies for specific financial values only if/when they differ (accepting this will happen rarely).

	 
	 
	currency
	The ISO 4217 code for the currency in which the project is denominated
	 
	iati-organisation/@default-currency

iati-activity/@default-currency
	 
	 

	1.01
	Organisation identifier
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	org-identifier
	A unique identifier for the organisation
	
	iati-identifier/text()
	0..1
	

	1.02
	Organisation name
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	org-name
	The name of the organisation (e.g. ‘DFID’)
	
	name/text()
	1..1
	

	
	
	language

	ISO 639 code for the language of the name (only if different from the default language).
	
	name/@xml:lang
	
	

	1.8
	Annual forward planning budget data for agency
	 
	The total development budget for each of the next three years (or most detailed available) on a rolling basis. For donor agencies as submitted to parliament; for foundations or multilaterals as submitted to the board.
	New
	total-budget
	0..*
	Total aid budget for main aid agency(ies).

	 
	 
	period-start
	ISO 8601 code for the start date of the reporting year (e.g. 2010-04-01).
	 
	total-budget/period-start
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	period-end
	ISO 8601 code for the end date of the reporting year (e.g. 2011-03-31).
	 
	total-budget/period-end
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	value
	The total budget for the specified year in the specified currency.
	 
	total-budget/value/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	currency
	The ISO 4217 code for the currency in which the project is denominated. [only if different to default currency]
	 
	total-budget/value/@currency
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	value-date
	Date of value (for conversions).
	 
	total-budget/value/@value-date
	1..1
	 

	1.10
	Annual forward planning budget data for funded institutions
	 
	The budget for each of the next three years (or most detailed available) on a rolling basis for each institution (i.e. multilateral organisations, INGOs, foundations and others) that receives core funding from the donor.
	New
	recipient-org-budget
	0..*
	Information needed to provide predictability to main funded institutions so that they, in turn, can provide predictable estimates of future financing to their clients.

	 
	 
	institution-identifier
	A unique identifier for the institution receiving the funds.
	 
	recipient-org-budget/recipient-org/@ref
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	institution-name
	The name of the  institution receiving the funds (e.g. ‘United Nations Children's Fund’)
	 
	recipient-org-budget/recipient-org/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	period-start
	ISO 8601 code for the starting date of the reporting year (e.g. 2010-04-01).
	 
	recipient-org-budget/period-start
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	period-end
	ISO 8601 code for the ending date of the reporting year (e.g. 2011-03-31).
	 
	recipient-org-budget/period-end
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	value
	The total budget for the specified year in the specified currency.
	 
	recipient-org-budget/value/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	currency
	The ISO 4217 code for the currency in which the project is denominated. [only if different to default currency]
	 
	recipient-org-budget/value/@currency
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	value-date
	Date of value (for conversions).
	 
	recipient-org-budget/value/@value-date
	1..1
	 

	3.1
	Reporting Organisation
	 
	The name of the organisation publishing the information.
	CRS (2)
	reporting-org
	1..1
	In most cases this would be the name of the donor reporting the data

	 
	 
	identifier
	A unique identifier for the organisation
	 
	reporting-org/@ref
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	type
	Type of organisations (e.g. official: bilateral or multilateral; private: NGO or foundation)
	CRS (8) Extended
	reporting-org/@type
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	The name of the organisation (e.g. ‘United Nations Children's Fund’)
	 
	reporting-org/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	Code for language of the name from the IETF BCP 47 subset of ISO 639. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	reporting-org/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.2, 3.3, 3.4
	Participating Organisation
	 
	The identity and role of each organisation in the activity.
	CRS extended
	participating-org
	0..*
	Allows flexibility to identify multiple organisations and their roles associated with an activity. Flexibility to add new roles that may be important to particular donors or recipients. Key to tracing funds through the delivery chain. Organisation list and types will be developed building on existing CRS list for reporting and extending agencies and channels of delivery to accommodate needs of all stakeholders.

	 
	 
	 
	Roles: Funding, Extending, Implementing, Beneficiary
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	(formerly 
	role
	Funding: The country or institution which provides the funds.
	CRS (2)
	participating-org/@role
	 
	 

	 
	3.2 Extending  agency, 
	 
	Extending: The government entity (central, state or local government agency or department), or agency within an institution, financing the activity from its own budget.
	CRS (3)
	 
	 
	 

	 
	3.3 implementing agency, & 
	 
	Implementing: The intermediary between the extending agency and the ultimate beneficiary. Also known as executing agency or channel of delivery. They can be public sector, non-governmental agencies (NGOs), Public-Private partnerships, or multilateral institutions.
	CRS (8,9)
	 
	 
	 

	 
	3.4 beneficiary agency)
	 
	Beneficiary: The government agency, civil society or private sector institution of the recipient country, which ultimately benefits from the implementation of the project.
	 
	 
	 
	To be added in Phase 2.

	 
	 
	identifier
	A unique identifier for the organisation. [ISO 3166 codes for countries]
	 
	participating-org/@ref
	0..1
	Further work is required to define how common identifiers will be managed (building on DAC code list).

	 
	 
	type
	Type of organisations (e.g. official: bilateral or multilateral; private: NGO or foundation)
	CRS (8) Extended
	participating-org/@type
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	The name of the organisation (e.g. ‘United Nations Children's Fund’)
	 
	participating-org/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the name and acronym. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	participating-org/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.5
	Recipient Country
	 
	The country(ies) for whose benefit the aid flow is provided, if applicable. Repeat for each country where known.
	CRS (7, 15) Extended
	recipient-country
	0..*
	Allows for more than one country, where applicable and known. For regional or global activities use region (3.5.1). For sub-national regions see 3.16.

	 
	 
	code
	ISO 3166 country code
	 
	recipient-country/@ref
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	Name of the country
	 
	recipient-country/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	percentage
	Percentage of activity commitment allocated to this country (if available).
	 
	recipient-country/@percentage
	0..1
	This information will rarely be available. 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the name. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	recipient-country/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.5.1
	Recipient region
	To be defined
	Supra-national: The geographical or administrative region grouping various countries (e.g. Sub-Saharan Africa, Mekong Delta). Use ‘global’ for activities benefiting substantially all developing countries. 
	CRS (7) Extended
	recipient-region
	0..*
	Secretariat to make proposals for geographic regions; supra-national administrative groupings to be identified by name.

	 
	 
	code
	IATI region code
	 
	recipient-region/@code
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	Name of the region
	 
	recipient-region/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	percentage
	Percentage of activity commitment allocated to this region (if available).
	 
	recipient-region/@percentage
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the name (only if different from the default language).
	 
	recipient-region/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.6
	Collaboration Type (formerly Bilateral or Multilateral Type)
	 
	Identifier to show type of collaboration. For official donors, shows if the activity is bilateral; earmarked multilateral; core multilateral; core contribution to NGOs/PPPs; or multilateral outflow. Allows for additional types that might apply to foundations and NGOs.
	CRS (10) Extended
	collaboration-type
	0..1
	Build on DAC/CRS coding, with addition of separately identifying earmarked multilateral contributions. Allows for addition of other types as required for non-DAC official and private donors. 

	 
	 
	code
	The code for this collaboration type (e.g. bilateral, core multilateral).
	 
	collaboration-type/@ref
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	The human-readable name of this collaboration type.
	 
	collaboration-type/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the type name. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	collaboration-type/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.7
	Flow Type
	 
	Identifier to show the classification of the flow. For official donors if the activity is Official Development Assistance (ODA), or Other Official Flows (OOF) [non-concessional but developmental, i.e. excluding export credits]. Allows for any types that might apply to foundations and NGOs. 
	CRS (11) Extended
	flow-type
	0..1
	Build on DAC/CRS coding. Allows for addition of other types as required for non-DAC official and private donors. 

	 
	 
	code
	The IATI code for this flow type (e.g. ODA, OOF).
	 
	flow-type/@ref
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	The human-readable name of this flow type.
	 
	flow-type/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the type name. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	flow-type/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.7.1
	Aid Type
	 
	Identifier to show the type of assistance provided. For official donors broad categories are budget support, pooled funds, project-type interventions, experts, scholarships, debt relief, administrative costs). Allows for any types that might apply to private donors.
	CRS (new type of aid codes) Extended
	aid-type
	0..1
	Build on DAC/CRS coding. Allows for addition of other types as required for non-DAC official and private donors. Further work on link to recipient budget (3.11) will identify aid that is recorded on budget.

	 
	 
	code
	The code identifying the aid type (e.g. pooled).
	 
	aid-type/@ref
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	Human-readable text describing the aid type.
	 
	aid-type/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	Language of the human-readable text. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	aid-type/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.8
	Finance Type
	 
	Identifier to show the financing mechanism of the aid activity (e.g. grant, loan, capital subscription, export credit, debt relief, equity).
	CRS (12) Extended
	finance-type
	0..1
	Build on DAC/CRS coding. Allows for addition of other types as required for non-DAC official and private donors. 
FOR CONSIDERATION: Add a field to record the concessionality of each loan (based on the DAC grant element criteria)?

	 
	 
	 
	The code identifying the finance type (e.g. debt relief).
	 
	finance-type/@ref
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	 
	Human-readable text describing the finance type.
	 
	finance-type/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	 
	Language of the human-readable text. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	finance-type/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.9
	Activity ID
	 
	Alpha/numeric code(s) to record an individual aid activity.

Activities must have two identifiers recorded against them:
1) the donor ID used within their internal systems
2) a new IATI ID that will ensure uniqueness and persistence. This must be a URL (to ensure uniqueness) and must not change over time.

Optional additional identifiers may be added to assist linking to other systems.
	CRS (4,5) Extended
	identifier
	2..*
	The IATI ID should be the donor internal ID appended to the donor domain name. It is suggested this should be a full Web URL, so that the identifier can double as the location where the aid data can be found. For example, UNDP put the aid data for an activity online at ‘www.undp.org/project/0012345.xml’

Examples of optional identifiers might be: CRS/FTS/debt management IDs.
Recipient’s ID to be covered under 3.11.

Linking co-financed activities to be covered in Phase 2 (4.1 - total activity cost).

	 
	 
	owner identifier
	A unique identifier for the owner of this ID. For the IATI identifier this must be IATI. For the donor identifier, this should be the organisational ID
	 
	identifier@owner-ref
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	owner name
	A human-readable name for the owner. For the IATI identifier this must be IATI. For the donor identifier, this should be the organisational name.
	 
	identifier/@owner-name
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	identification string
	The identification string.  
	 
	identifier/text()
	1..1
	 

	3.10
	Activity Title 
	 
	The title of the aid activity (preferably official name used in project documents – avoid obscure acronyms).  
	CRS (13)
	title
	1..*
	No limit of 150 characters as in CRS.

	 
	 
	text
	The text for the title.
	 
	title/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the text. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	title/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.10.1
	Activity Description
	 
	Long description summarising the specific purpose or objective of the activity.
	CRS (18)
	description
	0..*
	Must be different to title and at least 150 characters; no maximum length.

	 
	 
	type
	The type of description (summary, objectives, etc.).
	 
	description/@type
	0..1
	Type is provided for flexibility; it's optional, and needs to be specified only when there are different types of descriptions present, for example project abstract, objectives.

	 
	 
	text
	The text for the description.
	 
	description/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the text. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	description/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.12
	General / Detailed Sector
	 
	The specific area(s) of the recipient's economic or social development that the transfer intends to foster. Also known as purpose codes.
	CRS (14) Extended
	sector
	0..*
	Builds on DAC/CRS standard by allowing for multiple sector codes per activity and also recording of internal sector codes.

	 
	 
	vocabulary
	The sector vocabulary (DAC, OCHA, World Bank, AidData, etc.).
Allows for donors to enter their own internal sector codes. But where they have a mapping to the DAC standard (e.g. DAC members, WB, Reg Banks, UN agencies) should also record that here for international comparability.
	 
	sector/@vocabulary
	0..1
	Those that report to the DAC must provide mapping to DAC standard. If want comparable data all others need to report to DAC standard too.

Mapping to recipient sectors to be catered for in Phase 2, as part of work to define 3.11.

	 
	 
	code
	The code for the sector.
	 
	sector/@ref
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	The name of the sector.
	 
	sector/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	percentage
	Percentage share of commitment for this sector – within the vocabulary.
	 
	sector/@percentage
	0..1
	Shares required if more than one sector within any vocabulary for an activity and must add to 100% within that vocabulary.

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the sector name. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	sector/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.13
	Activity Dates 
	 
	The expected and actual start and completion dates of the activity, where start is the date of first disbursement for the activity and completion is the date of last disbursement for the activity.
	CRS (16,17)  Extended
	activity-date
	0..*
	Goes beyond CRS by recording actual as well as expected dates. Other dates optional if available (e.g. physical start).

	 
	 
	type
	Date type (e.g. start-planned, end-actual).
	 
	activity-date/@type
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	iso-date
	ISO 8601 date (YYYY-mm-dd).
	 
	activity-date/@iso-date
	0..1
	Allow for recording less specific dates (e.g. month or quarter) where full date is not known.

	 
	 
	text
	General date text (e.g. 2011Q1).
	 
	activity-date/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The language of the general date text. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	activity-date/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.17
	Tied Aid Status
	 
	Amounts by degree of restriction on where procurement of goods or services can take place, classified as untied (open procurement), partially tied (donor and developing countries) and tied (donor or group not including most developing countries).
	CRS (34,35,36)
	tied-status
	0..1
	Required for DAC members; recommended for others.

	 
	 
	code
	The IATI code for the tied status (e.g. tied, untied).
	 
	tied-status/@ref
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	The human-readable description of the status.
	 
	tied-status/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the description. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	tied-status/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.18
	Policy/ Thematic Markers
	 
	A score indicating if the activity addresses the policy/theme as a principal or significant objective or not at all.
	CRS (19,20,21,22, 27,28,29)
	policy-marker
	0..*
	This can be also used for donor specific thematic classifications

	 
	 
	score
	Principal, significant or not targeted.
	 
	policy-marker/@significance
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	vocabulary
	Policy vocabulary used (e.g. DAC, World Bank).
	 
	policy-marker/@vocabulary
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	code
	Policy marker code.
	 
	policy-marker/@ref
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	The name of the policy marker (e.g. Gender equality, Environment).
	 
	policy-marker/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	ISO 639 code for the marker name language. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	policy-marker/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	4.3, 4.6, 4.7 & 4.8
	Financial transaction
	 
	The date and amount of each financial transaction by the donor.
	CRS Extended
	transaction
	0..*
	All financial transactions merged with a type to distinguish the nature of the flow (e.g. commitment, disbursement).

	 
	 
	 
	Values: Commitment, Disbursement, Expenditure, Loan Repayment, Interest Repayment.
	 
	 
	0..*
	See example at http://iaticonsultation.org/?p=144  

	 
	(formerly 
	transaction type
	Values: Commitment, Disbursement, Expenditure, Loan Repayment, Interest Repayment, Incoming Funding.
	 
	transaction/transaction-type/@ref
	 
	 

	 
	4.3 Total amount committed, 
	 
	Commitment: a firm written obligation by the donor to provide resources of a specified amount under specified financial terms and conditions and for specified purposes for the benefit of the recipient. 
	CRS (31)
	 
	 
	 

	 
	4.6 Actual Disbursements, 
	 
	Disbursement; the amount placed at the disposal of a recipient country or agency (in the case of internal development-related expenditures, the outlay of funds). 
	CRS (32)
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	Expenditure: the outlay by the implementing agency on goods and services for the activity. 
	AIMS
	 
	 
	 

	 
	4.7 Loan repayments, &
	 
	Loan Repayment: the actual amount of principal (amortisation) repaid, including any arrears.
	CRS (33)
	 
	 
	 

	 
	4.8 Interest Repayments)
	 
	Interest Repayment: the actual amount of interest repaid.
	CRS (46)
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	Incoming Funding: Incoming funds for the activity.
	 
	 
	 
	For example funding from an official donor to an NGO - to aid traceability and avoid double counting.

	 
	 
	provider name
	The full name of the organisation making the financial transaction (receiving in the case of loan and interest repayments).
	 
	transaction/provider-org/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	provider identifier
	The unique identifier for the provider.
	 
	transaction/provider-org/@ref
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	provider activity id
	If the funds are being provided from another reported activity, this must record the unique activity identifier for that activity.
	 
	transaction/provider-org/@activity-id
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	receiver name
	The full name of the organisation receiving the financial transaction (making in the case of loan and interest repayments).
	 
	transaction/receiver-org/text()
	0..1
	Not required for expenditure

	 
	 
	receiver identifier
	The unique identifier for the receiver.
	 
	transaction/receiver-org/@recipient-activity-id
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	receiver activity id
	If the funds are being provided to another reported activity, this must record the unique activity identifier for that activity.
	 
	transaction/receiver-org/@activity-id
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	value
	The monetary value of the transaction in the specified currency – negative for repayments or reduced/cancelled commitments.
	 
	transaction/value/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	currency
	ISO 4217 code for the currency in which the value is specified (e.g. ‘EUR’) [only if different to default currency]
	 
	transaction/value/@currency
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	value date
	Date of financial transaction.
	CRS (1,6,39)
	transaction/value/@value-date
	1..1
	IATI will maintain a full record of all changes to activity = CRS nature of submission.
Value date permits conversion to other currencies for any period.

	 
	 
	description
	Text description of the transaction.
	 
	transaction/description/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	ISO 639 code for the language of the human-readable facet values. [only if different to default language]
	 
	transaction/description/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	PHASE 2

	1.12
	Annual forward planning budget data for country
	 
	The budget for assistance to each recipient for each of the next three to five years (or most detailed available) on a rolling basis, using the recipient's financial year.
	New
	country-budget
	0..*
	

	 
	 
	recipient country code
	ISO 3166 country code
	 
	country-budget/recipient-country/@ref
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	recipient country name
	Name of the country.
	 
	country-budget/recipient-country/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	period-start
	ISO 8601 code for the start date of the reporting year (e.g. 2010-04-01).
	 
	country-budget/period-start
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	Period-end
	ISO 8601 code for the end date of the reporting year (e.g. 2011-03-31).
	 
	country-budget/period-end
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	value
	The total budget for the specified year in the specified currency.
	 
	country-budget/value/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	currency
	The ISO 4217 code for the currency in which the project is denominated. [only if different to default currency]
	 
	country-budget/value/@currency
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	value-date
	Date of value (for conversions).
	 
	country-budget/value/@value-date
	1..1
	 

	3.11
	Recipient Budget Identifier
	 
	Links to various recipient country budget and other classifications. 
	New
	[TODO]
	 
	This is a placeholder for various links to recipient needs and systems. Needs to show whether activity is recorded in recipient budget, even for ‘off-budget’ transactions and address recipient sector classification, as well as budget and administrative classifications.
To be finalised in October.

	3.14
	Activity Stage 
	 
	The current stage of the aid activity at the time the IATI information is published/updated. The stages are based on an activity lifecycle.
	AIMS
	activity-status
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	code
	A code for the stage (e.g. implementation).
	 
	activity-status/@code
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	text
	Text describing the stage.
	 
	activity-status/@text
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	The ISO 639 code for the language of the status text. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	activity-status/@xml:lang
	0..1
	 

	3.15
	Activity Contacts 
	 
	Contact details for the activity.
	AIMS
	contact-info
	0..*
	Can be either a generic contact or specific individual providing there are no privacy concerns and there is an automatic update when individual changes job.

	 
	 
	organisation name
	The name of the contact's organisation.
	 
	contact-info/organisation/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	The name of the contact at the organisation.
	 
	contact-info/contact-name
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	telephone
	The contact's telephone number.
	 
	contact-info/telephone
	0..*
	 

	 
	 
	email
	The contact's email address.
	 
	contact-info/email
	0..*
	 

	 
	 
	address
	The contact's mailing address.
	 
	contact-info/mailing-address
	0..*
	 

	4.1
	Total activity cost
	TBD
	TO BE REPORTED BY THE LEAD DONOR ONLY. 
The total value of the aid activity from all funding sources (including counterpart funds) as defined in the project design document, MoU or equivalent document – in the currency in which it is stated.
	AIMS
	total-cost
	0..1
	To be finalised in October.
Needs more work to link to the component activities as reported by each (IATI) donor.

	 
	 
	value
	The total value in the specified currency.
	 
	total-cost/text()
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	currency
	The ISO 4217 code for the currency in which the project is denominated. [only if different to default currency]
	 
	total-cost/@currency
	1..1
	 

	 
	 
	value date
	Date of value (for conversions).
	 
	total-cost/@value-date
	0..1
	 

	4.2 and 4.5
	Annual budget and planned disbursements 
	TBD
	.
	AIMS
	[TODO]
	 
	To be finalised in December, including examination of what is recorded in project documentation.

	 
	 
	planned-type
	Values: Original budget. Updated budget, Planned disbursement
	 
	budget-planned/planned-type/@ref
	 
	This is wanted as a minimum by the financial year of the recipient country.
(For all three types can optionally also be provided for each calendar year and/or financial year of the donor.)

	 
	(formerly 
	 
	Original budget: The value of the aid activity's budget for each financial year of the recipient as in the original project document.
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	4.2 Annual project budgets, 
	 
	Updated budget: The value of the aid activity's budget for each financial year of the recipient as in any update to the project document to reflect a change in the value of the total commitment.
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	4.5 Planned disbursements)
	 
	Planned disbursement: The amount it is planned to disburse on the activity in each of the next three financial years of the recipient.
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	period-type
	Values: Annual, Quarterly
	 
	budget-planned/planned-type/@period
	 
	 

	 
	 
	period-start
	ISO 8601 code for the start date of the reporting year (e.g. 2010-04-01).
	 
	budget-planned/period-start
	 
	 

	 
	 
	Period-end
	ISO 8601 code for the end date of the reporting year (e.g. 2011-03-31).
	 
	budget-planned/period-end
	 
	 

	 
	 
	value
	The total budget for the specified year in the specified currency.
	 
	budget-planned/value/text()
	 
	 

	 
	 
	currency
	The ISO 4217 code for the currency in which the project is denominated. [only if different to default currency]
	 
	budget-planned/value/@currency
	 
	 

	 
	 
	value-date
	Date of value (for conversions).
	 
	budget-planned/value/@value-date
	 
	 

	6.2
	Conditions
	TBD
	Conditions governing funding for the activity as presented in the project design document, the MoU or equivalent.
	TBD
	TBD
	 
	To be finalised in December, including examination of what is recorded in project documentation.

	PHASE 3

	3.16
	Detailed geographic info 
	TBD
	Sub-national: The administrative region(s) intended to benefit from the activity. Where possible the geo-code(s) for the location(s) of the final beneficiary(ies) of the activity.
	CRS (15) Extended
	target-location
	0..*
	To be finalised in October, following more work on options for geo-coding.

	 
	 
	vocabulary
	Code set used (if unspecified, assume ISO 3166).
	 
	target-location/@vocabulary
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	type
	Type name for the location (e.g. region).
	 
	target-location/@type
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	code
	Code for the location.
	 
	target-location/@ref
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	name
	Name/description of the location.
	 
	target-location/text()
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	gis
	Decimal latitude; longitude of a central point representing the location.
	 
	target-location/@gis
	0..1
	 

	 
	 
	language
	ISO 639 language code for the location name. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	target-location/@xml:lang
	 
	 

	3.9.1
	Related Initiative
	TBD
	Link to any initiatives related to this project, such as an appeal.
	New
	related-initiative
	 
	To be finalised in October, subject to further testing, especially with UN-OCHA for humanitarian appeals.

	 
	 
	identifier
	Unique identifier for the initiative.
	 
	related-initiative/@ref
	 
	 

	 
	 
	type
	String describing the type of initiative (e.g. ‘appeal’).
	 
	related-initiative/@type
	 
	 

	 
	 
	name
	Human-readable text describing the initiative.
	 
	related-initiative/text()
	 
	 

	 
	 
	language
	Language of the text describing the initiative. [Only if different to default language.]
	 
	related-initiative/@xml:lang
	 
	 

	5.1
	Outputs and outcomes indicators
	TBD
	The results or pre-defined outputs of the activity as specified in the project design document, the MoU or equivalent.
	TBD
	TBD
	 
	To be finalised in December, including examination of what is recorded in project documentation.

	5.2
	Results indicators
	TBD
	The final results or final outputs of the activity as presented in the completion report (02 10) in relation to the pre-defined outputs as specified in the project design document, the MoU or equivalent.
	TBD
	TBD
	 
	To be finalised in December, including examination of what is recorded in project documentation and consultation with DAC WP-EFF Cluster E on Results.

	6.1
	Project specific Paris Declaration indicators
	TBD
	To be developed for any Paris Declaration indicators that it is relevant to capture at activity level.
	TBD
	TBD
	 
	To be finalised in December, including examination of what is recorded in local AIMS and consultation with WP-EFF Cluster D on monitoring the Paris Declaration.


The IATI XML Schema
The IATI XML format consists of a core set of aid-specific markup to encode the different parts of an IATI activity report. The XML format follows five basic design principles:
· It is simple — the XML schema defines a document type with most information near the top level. There is very little deep structure in an IATI report; the only notable exceptions are financial transactions and budget information, which contain some sub-elements.
· It is traceable — aid-activity reports can include unique identifiers for different entities, including aid activities, organisations, and individual financial transactions. This allows tracing actions across different activities and organisations; e.g. an implementing agency can specify the source organisation and activity of its incoming funding for an activity and avoiding duplicate reporting.
· It is extensible — information publishers can add new markup in a well-defined way, without compromising the integrity of the standard. This allows organisations to publish additional information not included in the core IATI standard.
· It is flexible — the XML schema does not enforce an artificial order of XML elements or specify which elements are required or repeatable, so leaves policy requirements for publication to the standard (which may differ for different types of IATI users) to be defined and enforced outside the schema.
· It is general — the format is not hard-coded for a specific aid perspective, but allows reporting from many different types of aid organisations, including official donors, private donors, foundations, NGOs, agencies and aid databases in both development and humanitarian work. As a result, many items in the format have been generalised to be adaptable for different situations. For example, ‘participating organisation’ can define national donors, extending agencies, additional implementing organisations and beneficiaries.
Further details and explanation of these principles and guidance for specific aspects of the schema can be found on the consultation website (http://www.iaticonsultation.org/?p=140).
Two IATI schemas have been developed: one to support organisation information (forward planning budgets) and one to support activity information. They can be found here: 

· IATI Organisation Schema http://www.iaticonsultation.org/?p=314
· IATI Activity Schema http://www.iaticonsultation.org/?p=163.

What is XML?


XML offers a widely adopted standard way of representing text and data in a format that can be processed without much human or machine intelligence. Information formatted in XML can be exchanged across platforms, languages, and applications, and can be used with a wide range of development tools and utilities.


XML is to data what HTML is to documents on the web: a set of rules and guidelines for describing data in a structured way using ‘tags’ – or mark-up - to denote what the data means  For example:


<activity>�        <title>health project </title>�        <country>Malawi</country>�</ activity >














� Accra Agenda for Action, paragraph 6 - � HYPERLINK "http://siteresources.worldbank.org/ACCRAEXT/Resources/4700790-1217425866038/AAA-4-SEPTEMBER-FINAL-16h00.pdf" �http://siteresources.worldbank.org/ACCRAEXT/Resources/4700790-1217425866038/AAA-4-SEPTEMBER-FINAL-16h00.pdf�


� IATI Accra Statement, 4th September 2008 - � HYPERLINK "http://aidtransparency.net/wp-content/uploads/2009/06/iati-accra-statement-p1.pdf" �http://aidtransparency.net/wp-content/uploads/2009/06/iati-accra-statement-p1.pdf�
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